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ABSTRACT

A fully coupled mathematical model describing the interactions between a vibrating thin
cylindrical shell and an enclosed acoustic field is presented. Because the model will ultimately
be used in control applications involving piezoceramic actuators, the loads and material contri-
butions resulting from piezoceramic patches bonded to the shell are included in the discussion.
Theoretical and computational issues lead to the consideration of a weak form of the model-
ing set of partial differential equations (PDE’s) and through the use a semigroup formulation,
well-posedness results for the system model are obtaimed.
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1 Introduction

The active control of noise generated by structural vibrations has been studied for several
years in various applications. One recent motivation leading to an intense study of prob-
lems involving the reduction of structure-borne noise has resulted from the development
of a new class of turboprop and turbofan engines. These engines, although very fuel ef-
ficient, are also very noisy. Specifically, the low frequency, high magnitude exterior noise
fields produced by these new engines cause vibrations in the fuselage which, due to struc-
tural acoustic coupling between the fuselage and the interior acoustic field, lead to un-
acceptably high cabin noise levels. The problem is exacerbated by the increased use of
lightweight, composite materials in the cabin walls. In order to make the use of the en-
gines feasible in commercial aircraft, a great deal of research has been aimed at developing
control techniques to reduce this unwanted interior notse.

Control techniques for structural acoustics problems of this type have been studied from a
variety of perspectives [2, 7, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 20, 21, 25], one of which is through the use of
piezoceramic patches which are bonded to the enclosing structure [2, 7, 14, 16]. As detailed
in [8, 9], the patches create bending moments and in-plane strains when a voltage is applied,
and through these actions, can be used to alter the structural dynamics in a manner which
ultimately reduces interior noise.

In this paper, we develop a fully coupled mathematical model, as well as well-posedness
results for this model, which can be used when applying parameter estimation and PDE-based
control strategies to problems involving the use of piezoceramic actuators. This model extends
the 2-D results in [2, 7] and the 3-D results in [10] to the cylindrical domain of interest (the
3-D domain in [10] consisted of a hard-walled cavity with a thin plate at one end). While
ultimately motivated by the cabin noise problem mentioned above, the model is designed to
be consistent with an experimental apparatus being used at the Acoustic Division, NASA
Langley Research Center. This setup consists of a thin-walled hollow cylindrical shell which
is supported by rigid caps at the ends. Piezoceramic patches bonded to the walls of the shell
are then used to control interior noise which has been generated by the vibrations of the walls.

This mathematical model differs from previously used 3-D shell/acoustic models in that
it fully incorporates the backpressure and momentum conditions which couple the structural
dynamics with the interior acoustic response, thus yielding a time-dependent system of partial
differential equations which describe the system dynamics. Because the acoustic/structure
interactions are fully incorporated, this model is useful for control strategies which utilize the
natural “feedback” loop due to the coupling between the acoustic fields and the structural
vibrations. Moreover, by incorporating the piezoceramic patch/shell interaction results of [8],
the model can be employed in devising control techniques utilizing piezoceramic actuators.

After the development of the mathematical model, well-posedness results are presented.
These are important not only for determining the existence and continuous dependence of
solutions, but also in providing an initial framework that can be used when determining
suitable approximation schemes. By carefully noting the Hilbert spaces containing the state
variables and test functions, appropriate choices can be made for the approximating subspaces
which contain the basis functions used in finite element or spectral approximations. This is
important not only when considering forward simulations but also when considering theoretical
issues concerning the parameter estimation and control problems.



Section 2 of this presentation contains a description of the components of this system
along with the strong form of the equations of motion for the system. The disadvantages of
the strong form are discussed in Section 3 and a weak or variational form of the system equa-
tions is presented. An abstract framework amenable to forward simulations, the estimation
of physical parameters, and the implementation of PDE-based feedback control strategies is
also developed in this section. In Section 4, the abstract model described in the third section
is shown to be well-posed. This is accomplished using “extrapolation space” ideas and argu-
ments similar to those presented in [5, 6, 17]. Having obtained the existence and continuous
dependence of solutions for the model, approximation and LQR optimal control techniques
similar to those discussed in [2, 7, 10] can be applied to the problem in an effort to suitably

reduce interior pressure levels.

2 Strong Form of the System Equations

As motivated by the experimental setup described in the Introduction, the structural acoustics
problem under consideration is assumed to consist of a cylindrical acoustic cavity Q(t) which
is enclosed by a thin cylindrical shell (see Figure 1). Hard wall conditions are taken at the
ends T' of the cavity in order to model the rigid end caps used in the experimental apparatus.
These end caps also dictate the use of clamped boundary conditions when approximating the
shell dynamics.

As outlined in the discussion in the previous section, the dynamics of the coupled system
are composed of an acoustic response, shell dynamics, piezoceramic patch/shell interactions,
and the coupling acoustic/structure interactions. Each of these components is briefly described
and the results are summarized in a coupled system of PDE’s which describe the system

dynamics.

Figure 1. Cylindrical acoustic cavity §(t) with hard end caps I'.

2.1. Acoustic response

The acoustic wave motion inside the cavity can be described either in terms of a velocity
potential ¢ or the acoustic pressure p (the two are related through the relationship p =
psé. where py is the equilibrium density of the atmosphere); motivated by control theoretic
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considerations and to simplify the presentation which follows, we choose the former as the
second-order state variable. The acoustic dynamics inside the cavity are then modeled by the
undamped wave equation

(7/)” :C2A¢ s (7',6,1’) € Q(f) ,t >O y
Vé-h =0  (n0,2) €T ,t>0

where ¢ is the speed of sound in the cavity, n is the outward axial unit normal to the cavity
end caps, and the Laplacian in cylindrical coordinates is given by
2 : 52 92
ap=20, 100, 106, 00
ort  rdr 12962 0x?

Again, I' denotes the circular caps at the ends of the cavity Q(¢) (the cavity is variable in
time due to the fact that the enclosing shell is vibrating), and z is the axial direction in the
cavity. Finally, we note that air damping inside the cavity was omitted due to the relatively
small dimensions of the experimental cavity, and could readily be incorporated for significantly
larger cavities.

2.2. Shell dynamics

In order to specify the equations of motion of the bounding structure, we consider a thin
cylindrical shell having length ¢, thickness & and radius R with axial direction taken along
the z-axis (see Figure 2). The displacements of the middle surface in the axial, tangential and
radial directions are taken to be u, v and w, respectively. Furthermore, the shell is assumed to
have density p, Young’s modulus F, Poisson ration v, and damping coefficient Cp. Finally, we
assume that the shell’s length is relatively short in relation to it radius and hence the Donnell-
Mushtari equations can be used when approximating its motion [18]. This last assumption
is made purely for ease of presentation and higher-order theories such as the Byrne-Fliigge-
Lur’ye model can be substituted for that of Donnell and Mushtari as warranted by the shell
dimensions.

Figure 2. The cylindrical thin shell.



As presented in [8, 19], the Donnell-Mushtari equations for a thin cylindrical shell are given

by
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Here M., My, N, and Ny are internal moments and force resultants, (M) pes (Mg)pe, (Nz)pe
and (Np)pe are the resultants for the loads generated by the piezoceramic patches when a
voltage is applied, and §, is the external, normal load on the shell. For a patch with uniform
thickness and bounding values z,, 3,6, and 8, as depicted in Figure 2, the presence of the
indicator function
, r < (IL’] + .L'z)/?
Sia(x)=4¢ 0 .z =(z1 +z2)/2 (2)
—1 . x> (x4 x2)/2

derives from the fact that the forces generated by the patch in the z-direction are antisym-
metric (equal in magnitude but opposite in sign) about the line T = (z1 + 22)/2. The same
holds true for the forces in the 8-direction and S; 5(8) is defined in an analogous manner.

From the discussion in [9], internal damping can be incorporated in the shell equations by
assuming a constitutive law which posits that stress is proportional to a linear combination of
strain and strain rate. This yields a a Kelvin-Voigt type of damping in the shell with internal
resultants for shell regions not covered by patches given by
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c= 0= |0z "\Ro0 TR)| T —ot |0z "\R30 "R

N_____Eh l@.{.ﬂ_}_y?ﬂ +_._CDh i _1_99+_IE+I,QE
"S- |R00 R 0z (1-v¥)Ot|ROO R O
Eh dv 1 0u Cph 0 [0v 13du
Nag = Now = 2(1 +v) [5; + E@G} * 2(1 4+ V) ot [Ec"’_ ﬁ@@}
(3)
Moo= ER3 O*w +Lc'92w B Cph? a 0w N L@
TT12(1 - vty | 022 R? 007 12(1 —v?) 0t | 022 R2 062
Moo= — EhR? _1_52w N Vazw B Cph’® 2 _l_dz_w N 1/8_23
°T TTo(1—2) |R?06® ' 8z2| 1201 —v?)0t [R? 96 T 9x?
ER? 0w Cph® 0 [ 0%w
M.y = Mg, = — — — — il
12R(1 4 v) 0200  12R(1 + v) Ot [ 0z00

T



Similar expressions (e.g., see [9]) can be derived for those regions of the structure in which
piezoceramic patches are bonded to the shell. In those areas, the internal force and mo-
ment resultants contain contributions not only from the shell but also from the internal
stresses in the piezoceramic patches. The contributions resulting from the external loads
(Mz)pes (Mg)pes (Nz)pe, (Np)pe and ¢, will be discussed further in the next two subsections.

Finally, we note that the boundary conditions for the shell must be consistent with the
rigid end cap conditions on the experimental apparatus. Depending on the exact nature of
the end caps, one may enforce either the clamped edge condition

or the simply supported edge condition
u=v=w=M,=0

at the ends of the shell. For definiteness, we will employ the first while simply noting that
the latter often adequately models the conditions being maintained at the edges of the shell.

2.3. Piezoceramic patch/cylindrical shell interactions

In order to specify the moment and force resultants which result from the activation of the
piezoceramic patches, we consider patches which are bonded to the inner and outer surfaces
of the shell in a manner such that their edges are parallel to lines of constant z and 8 as shown
in Figure 2. When it is necessary to differentiate between the two patches, the outer will be
denoted with a subscript pe; with a subscript pe, being used to denote the inner patch in
each pair. We point out that in order to keep this presentation compact, we have assumed
that both patches are active, and we refer the reader to [8] for the case when only one patch
is bonded to the shell.

As discussed in (8], the total line moments and forces for a single patch pair with bounding
values z¢, 3,0, and 8, are

(Ma)pe = [(Mo)pe, + (Mo)pe,] [Hr(2) — Hy(2)] [Hi(0) — Ha(0))]

(Mo)pe = [(Ma)pe, + (Mz)pe,] [H1(2) — Ha(2)] [H:1(6) — Hy(6)]

(Nz)pe = [(Nope, + (Na)pes] [Hi () = Ha(2)] [H1(8) — Ha(8)] S1,2(2)51,2(6)
(Nope = [(No)per + (Nadpe] [H1 () — Ha(x)] [H1(8) — Ha(6)] S1,(2)51,2(0) -

Here H is the Heaviside function with Hi(z) = H(z — z;),: = 1,2, and S, , is the indicator
function defined in (2) with similar definitions being used in #. The individual components

(4)

7]



are given by
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where E,.,v,. and T are the Young’s modulus, Poisson ratio and thickness of the patches,
respectively (it is assumed that the inner and outer patches have the same material properties).
With ds;, V4 and V, denoting the piezoceramic strain constant and voltages into the two
patches, the terms ¢,e, = i%LV] and e, = i,l’%‘} provide a relationship between the applied
voltages and the resulting in-plane mechanical strains.

From (4) and (5), it can be seen that the resultants due to the activation of the patches
depend on the material and geometric properties of the patches, the radius of the shell, and
the voltage being applied to the patches. Once determined, these resultants are substituted
into (1) as the external loads on the shell. If multiple patch pairs are present, the resultants
for each pair are incorporated in the shell equations in a similar manner.

2.4. Normal loads and coupling conditions

It can be seen in (1) that the shell equations also contain the term ¢, which represents the
normal load on the shell. In writing the equations in this form, we have made the assumption
that the only loads on the shell are the contributions due to the patches, and the normal
load which is due to the exterior noise field f as well as backpressure generated by the interior
acoustic field. This assumption was made merely to simplify the discussion, and more complex



acoustic or mechanical loads on the shell can be incorporated as additional external forces and
moments in the shell equations. Because §,, in this case, consists of contributions from the
exterior and interior acoustic fields, the first coupling relation is

Gu(t,0,2) = f(t,0,2) — psd (t,w(t,0,2),v(t,0,z),u(t,0,z))
and is in general nonlinear since the backpressure onto the shell occurs at the shell’s surface.
The second coupling condition is the velocity constraint
d¢
o (t,w(t,0,z),v(t,0,z),u(t,0,2)) = w(t,0,)
which simply states that the shell is impermeable to air. Note that this second constraint also
provides a boundary condition for the acoustic response.

2.5. Fully coupled system: strong form

Under the assumption of small displacements which is inherent in the linear shell theories,
the variable domain Q(t) is approximated by the fixed domain 0, and the general nonlinear
coupling conditions are approximated by their linear approximations. Let the boundary T’
denote the shell in its unperturbed state. For s pairs of piezoceramic patches, this then yields
the linear model

d)tt:CZA(/S » (T,a,fL‘)EQ,t)O,
Vo1t =0 , (ré,z)el ,t>0

0¢

E(t’ R,0,z)= wy(t,0,2) (8,z)eTo,t>0
0%y ON, 0Ny, *L O[(No)pel; X )
Rphaz— - R 9z ~ 58 —R; T [51,2(37)]i [51,2(9)]1,

d%v 9Ny _Nuo ZS:B[(Ne)pe]

Rpha? -5 " R 5e = 2 20 [S1,2(2)]; [51,2(9)]{

02 2 52 27 , (8,z)eTo,t>0
rop 0 gMe 1O My 0 May |,

ot? Oz? R 062 0z 00

= R[f(t,6,7) — psde(t, R, 0,2)]
_Ri{a‘z (Me)yel; 1 2? [(MG)PE‘]i}

Oz? R? 062

i=1
u:v:w:%:ﬂ , ¢=0,¢
#0,7,0,2) = ¢o(r,0,2) , ¢(0,7,0,2) = $1(r,0,2) , (r,0,2)e
u(0,8,7) = up(f,2) , u(0,0,2)=wu(6,z)
v(0,0,2) = vo(0,2) , ©:(0,0,2)=v1(0,2) , (8,z)eTq.
w(0,8,2) = wo(f,2) , w(0,6,2)=un(f,7)

(6)



Recall that the internal shell moments and forces are summarized in (3) while the expressions
for the external loads generated by the i pair of piezoceramic patches are given in (4). The
notation [S] 5(x)]; and [S]2(8)]; denotes the indicator functions (see (2)) which are centered
over the :** pair of patches. Note that this representation admits different voltages and
geometries for the s patches, thus increasing the flexibility of the model for control purposes.

We also reiterate that the only damping in the system is the internal Kelvin-Voigt damping
in the shell although medium damping inside the cavity can be added if cavity dimensions
become significant. Without medium damping, however, the system is only weakly damped,
and this must be considered when discussing theoretical convergence and well-posedness results

for the problem.

3 Weak Form of the System Equations

As can be seen in the model (6), the use of the strong form of the system equations leads to
first and second derivatives of both the internal and external moment and force resultants.
This leads to difficulties both in approximating the behavior of the system and in solving the
control problem. The first problem results from the presence and differing material properties
of the piezoceramic patches. As noted in [11] where piezoceramic patches are bonded to
a beam, the material parameters of the combined structure must be modeled as piecewise
constants in order to accurately match structural frequencies. Hence the parameters p, £, v
and Cp are expressed in terms of a Heaviside basis with the edges of the patches defining the
support of the functions. This leads to difficulties in the strong form since it necessitates the
differentiation of discontinuous material parameters. A similar problem arises when including
the moments generated by the patches. As seen in (4), the support of the contributions is
given in terms of Heaviside functions which implies that the use of the strong form yields an
unbounded control operator (it involves the differentiation of the Heaviside functions as well
as the Dirac delta). To avoid these difficulties, it is advantageous to formulate the problem in
weak or variational form (the use of the variational form also admits the use of basis functions
having less smoothness than those used when approximating the solution to the strong form
of the equations).

3.1. Weak formulation

The second-order state for the problem is taken to be y = (¢, u, v, w) in the Hilbert space
H = L*(Q) x L¥(Ty) x L*(Ty) x L*(T'). The choice of the space L(f), defined as the quotient
of L%(2) over the constant functions, results from the fact that the potentials are determined
only up to a constant.

To provide a class of functions which are considered when defining a variational form of
the problem, we also define the Hilbert space V = H'(Q) x H}(To) x H}(T'o) x H(T'o) where
H'(Q) is the quotient space of H'(Q) over the constant functions. The subscript 0 in the
remaining components of the product space denotes the subset of functions in the traditional
Sobolev spaces which satisfy the essential boundary conditions u = v = w = %% = 0 at

x=0,¢



A complete discussion concerning the derivation of the a variational formulation of the
shell equations from energy principles can be found in [8]. For our purposes here, we simply
note that integration in combination with the use of Green’s theorem yields the second-order
variational system

ok 9%y om B
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for all (£,71,72,73) € V (note that dw = rdr df dz and dy = Rdf dz). The complex L? inner
products are used in anticipation of the possibility of employing complex Fourier expansions
in # when developing suitable approximation schemes for the problem.

We note that, as is usual, in this variational form, the derivatives have been transferred
from the plate and patch moments onto the test functions. This eliminates the problem of
having to approximate the derivatives of the Heaviside function and the Dirac delta which
arises in the case of the strong form of the equations.

The system (7) can be formally approximated by replacing the state variables by their
finite dimensional approximations and constructing the resulting matrix system. In order to
discuss convergence results for the approximation, parameter estimation, and control prob-
lems, however, it is advantageous to pose the problem in terms of sesquilinear forms and the
bounded operators which they define.

3.2. Abstract weak formulation

Before proceeding with the abstract formulation, it is necessary to describe the inner
products for the spaces H and V since these will be needed when determining the continuity
of various operators. From energy considerations, it is appropriate to use the inner products

(@,9) = [ L gEdo+ [ phumidy+ [ phoiidy + [ phuisdy
QcC r[) ro I-‘O
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where ® = (¢, u,v,w) and ¥ = (&, 71, 72,73). We remark that the inner product for the state
space H contains terms which arise when considering the kinetic energy for the shell while
the shell contributions in the V inner product are motivated by the form of the strain energy
for a thin cylindrical shell (see [8]). Also, we note that with this choice of spaces and inner
products, we can form the Gelfand triple V — H ~ H* «— V* with pivot space H (see [27]
for a complete discussion of these ideas).

To define appropriate sesquilinear forms ¢; : V x V — € ,7 = 1,2, we group the stiffness
and wave contributions separately from damping and coupling terms, thus leading to the

definitions
o1(P, V) = (P,¥),
and
[ oo T 2o [ 12T,
o(®¥) = Fo(l—llz) A > 5. T 2R T 5. T Row) a6 [T
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To account for the control contributions, we let U denote the Hilbert space containing the
control inputs, and we define the control operator B € L(I/, V™) by

(B ¥y = [ z{(zv el 2 L (01, 2 (01200 5 (00 08';{:}(17
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for U € V, where (-,)y. 1 is the usual duality pairing. Finally, by letting F' = (0,0,0, L),

ph
we can write the system in the abstract variational form

(Wee(), W)y v + o2(we(1), V) + o (y(1), V) = (Bult) + F, Wy - (10)

We reiterate that the state for this second-order system is y(t) = ((,-, -, ), u(t,-,-), v(t,-,-),
w(t,,))inV — H.

In order to write the system in terms of associated bounded operators, we first note
that o, and o, are bounded (there exist ¢; and ¢; such that |oy(®, ¥)| < |®]v|¥]v and
|oa(®, )| < ¢2|®|v|¥|v), and hence we can define operators Ay, Ay € L(V, V™) by

(A, V). = 0i(D, V)
for 2 = 1,2. This then yields the abstract second-order system
vu(t) + A2ye(t) + Ary(t) = Bu(t) + I
in V.
To apply infinite dimensional control results for periodic forcing functions to this problem,

it is advantageous to write the system in first-order form. This is accomplished by defining
the product spaces H =V x H and ¥ = V x V with the norms

(@, 0)[7 = @[} + V[

and
(@, 0)[}, = [ + [V} .

We point out that V < H ~ H* < V* again forms a Gelfand triple.
The sesquilinear form o : V x V — € is then defined by

5(0,x) = o((T,A), (9, 1)) = — (A, ®),, + (T, ¥) + 03(A, ¥)

where y = (®,¥) and © = (T, A).
For the state Y(¢) = (y(t),y:(t)) in H, we can subsequently write the system in the first-
order variational form

(Ve(t), )y y + o (V(t),X) = (Bu(t) + F(£), X}y v (11)

where F(t) = (0, F(t)) and Bu(t) = (0, Bu(t)). As usual, the relation (11) must hold for all
x € V. Finally, the weak form (11) is formally equivalent to the system

Vi(t) = AV(t) + Bu(t) + F(#) (12)

in ‘H where

dom A={0=(T,A)e H: Ae V. AAT+AAec H}

! 0 I ] (13)
A= .
A —A,
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Hence we see that the system corresponding to the original model can be written in various
forms whose utility depend on the applications of interest. For approximating the dynamics of
the system, the formulation (7), or equivalently (10) or (11), is useful and ultimately leads to a
first-order matrix system when considering the resulting finite dimensional problem. Moreover,
as will be shown in the next section, the weak form (10) provides a setting in which one can
determine well-posedness results for the problem. Finally, the first-order infinite dimensional
formulation (12) is an abstract Cauchy equation which facilitates the application of infinite
dimensional LQR results to the problem of controlling interior acoustic pressure levels.

4 Well-Posedness of the System Model

In this section, the system model described in strong form in Section 2 and weak form in
Section 3 is shown to be well-posed. The strategy used to do this can be summarized as follows.
By employing the properties of the sesquilinear forms o, and o3, it is demonstrated that the
operator A of (13) generates a Cp-semigroup S(t) on H. Due to the fact that the control
and forcing terms lie in V* rather than H, however, one is prevented from simply applying
a variation of parameters approach to define mild solutions as is often done in problems of
this type. Instead, a construction due to Haraux [17] is used to extend the semigroup S(t)
to the space W* = [dom A*]" where an extension of the variation of parameters technique
for describing a mild solution to the problem can be employed. By formulating the problem
in this generalized manner, the well-posedness of the system solution can be established in a
form that can be used in parameter estimation and control problems.

4.1. Generation of the Co-semigroup §(¢) on 'H

Before proving that the operator A generates a Cg-semigroup on H, we recall several
definitions that will be needed (we note that these definitions vary slightly among authors,
e.g. see [24, 27], and that the definitions given here will be used in the discussion which

follows).
We say that the sesquilinear form o : V x V — € is V-elliptic if there exists a constant

¢ > 0 such that

Reo(®,®) > c|®|} foralld eV .
The sesquilinear form o : V x V — C is called H-semielliptic if there exists a constant b > 0
such that

Rec(®,®) > b|®)% foralld eV .

Finally, we say that the sesquilinear form o is symmetric if

o(®, V) =0c(¥,®) foralld,¥eV.

The following theorem can be used to establish that the operator A given in (13) generates
a Cy-semigroup on H. The proof depends on the Lumer-Philips Theorem and arguments can
be found in [1] and pages 82-84 of [J].
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Theorem 1. Let V — H ~ H* — V* and suppose that oy and o, of (10) satisfy the
properties: ay is V-elliptic, continuous, symmetric, and o is continuous, H-semielliptic.
Then A defined in (13) generates a Co-semigroup on H.

To see that our system (10) satisfies the hypotheses of this theorem, we first consider the
sesquilinear form o (®, V) = (&, ¥),, given in (8). The boundedness of oy (which results from
Schwarz’s inequality for inner products in conjunction with equivalence results for various
Sobolev norms) was noted in the last section. The V-ellipticity and symmetry of o; follow
directly from the definition of the sesquilinear form as the V norm. We note that the symmetry
of o1 depends on the symmetry of the Donnell-Mushtari shell operator, and while some other
shell theories such as that of Byrne, Fligge and Lur’ye also provide symmetric operators
and resulting sesquilinear forms, others such as the Love-Timoshenko theory do not yield
symmetric operators (see [19]) and hence would not fall directly into our framework here.
From a physical perspective, the symmetry of the shell operator and resulting sesquilinear
form guarantees real vibration frequencies. This symmetry also guarantees that the shell
model] satisfies the Maxwell-Betti Reciprocity Theorem which essentially states that for a
linearly elastic body, the general displacement at a point m resulting from a load at the point
n is equal in magnitude to the displacement at n resulting from an equal magnitude load at
m (see for example, [23]).

We next turn to the sesquilinear form o, of (9) and recall that the boundedness of o, was
also noted in the last section. This follows from the definition of the oy and the equivalence
of various norms which arise from the components of the V norm. The H-semiellipticity of
o, follows directly with the choice b = 0.

The results from Theorem 1 guarantee that the operator A given in (13) generates a Co-
semigroup S(t) on the state space H. Moreover, the semigroup satisfies the exponential bound
|S(t)| < et for t > 0 (where in fact, w = 0 due to the fact that A is dissipative as shown in
3])-

In the case of a bounded (in H) control input operator, the usual procedure is to use a
variation of parameters approach to define a mild solution to the system. As noted in the
last section, however, the control input B € L£L(U/,V*) defines the product space control term
Bu(t) = (0, Bu(t)) € {0} x V* C V x V* = V*. Since Bu(t) lies in V* rather than in H, the
usual variation of parameters ideas are not feasible. We are therefore motivated to extend the
semigroup S(t) on H to a semigroup S(t) on a larger space W* D {0} x V* so that the mild
solution 0

~ t .

Y(t) =S(t)o +/D S(t—s) ( Bu(s) + F(s) > ds (14)
is well-defined for Bu+ F € L*((0,T), V*) (in the following development, it will be shown that
the space W~ is given by W* = [dom A*]*). This then provides a setting in which to guarantee
the well-posedness (including continuous dependence on initial data and nonhomogeneous
input terms) of the solution.

13



4.2. Description of A* and dom A~

Before discussing the extension of S(¢) from H to W=, it is useful to describe A* and
dom A*. We first recall from (13) that A and dom A are given by

dom A= {0 =(T,A)eH: AV, AT+ A\ € H}

A
Ae:(—mr—mA)'

From the usual definition of the adjoint A*, we now want to find dom A* and A” satisfying
dom A* = {x = (&, ¥) € H|O — (AO)(x) is continnous on dom A}

and

(A0, x)y = (0, A"X)y

for all © = (T,A) € dom A and x = (¢, ¥) € dom A*. It follows directly from the definition
of the adjoint operator that x € dom A* if and only if there exists I' = (m,2)eH=V xH
such that

(A@, X)‘H = <®) F)’H
for all © € dom A. The expansion of this relation yields the condition
<A, (D>V + ((—AlT — A‘ZA), \I})H = <T571>V + <A,’)’2)H (15)

for all ©® = (T,A) € dom A and x = (®,¥) € dom A*. By noting that (15) must hold for
A =0, it follows that
(AT, ¥y = (Tm)y ={(AT, )y

for all T € dom A,. The second inequality results from the observation that (T,71), =
a1 (T, m) = (AT, 7)yey = (AT, m)y for © =(T,0) € dom A. 1t follows immediately that
(A1 Y, =¥ — ) =0for all T € dom Ay, which implies that

m=-v

due to the V-ellipticity of o;. Moreover, v, € V implies that ¥ € V.
When 4, = —W¥ is substituted into (15), the relationship

<A1A7(I)>H + <_A'2Aa\p>H = <A772>H

results for all A € V. From the last equality, it follows that the mapping A — (A;A, @), +
(—AyA, W), is continous in H. This in turn implies that A]® — A3¥ € H and that

(A, AT® — AJV) y = (A, 72)m
for all A € V. Hence we have
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Thus A* and dom A* are given by
dom A* = {x = (&, V) € H|V € V,A7® — A}V € H}

" ¥ (16)
Y ( A — A0 )

Finally, we note that because ¥ € V for any x € dom A*, it follows immediately that

dom A" CVxxV=V.

4.3. Extension of S(t) to [dom A*]*

With A4* and dom A" described as above, we now consider the extension of the semigroup
S(t) generated by A from H to a larger space W* which is defined below. This will be
accomplished by employing the extrapolation space techniques discussed by Haraux m (7).
Other, more detailed examples using these techniques can be found in [5, 6].

The space W = [dom A*] is taken to be dom A* with the inner product

(@, W)y = ((Ao — A7), (ho — A")¥)y,

for some arbitrary but fixed Ag with Ay > w (recall that the original solution semigroup satisfies
the bound |S(t)] < e*'). As proven in [6], the resulting W norm is equivalent to the graph
norm corresponding to A*; that is, there exist constants ¢; and ¢; such that for any ® € W,

we have
(o = A*)®l < 1 (|®] + [A B ]5) -
17
(@] + [A* Bl < ¢ |(Ao — A7), .

As discussed in [5, 6], the space W defined in this manner and with this norm is densely and
continuously embedded in H. Hence we can formulate the Gelfand triple W «— H ~ H* — W*
with pivot space H. Moreover, the dual space W* is isomorphic to the completion of H with
respect to the norm |hjw+ = [(Ag — A) " hly.

To facilitate the arguments for extending the operator A from dom A C H to all of H, we
define the sesquilinear form & : H x W — C by

5(0,x) = (0, A"x)y

for all ® € H, x € W. Due to the equivalence of the W norm and the graph norm corre-
sponding to A%, it follows that

5(0, X)| < [O]n|Ax|n < ¢[Olu|x|w -

This then implies that for each © € H, the mapping x — &(0, ) is in W*. Hence we can
define AO € W* by (A(‘)) (x) = (O, x) or equivalently,

(A0) (x) = (0, Ax)y
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for all © € H, x € W. From this definition, it follows that A € £L(H, W*) with dom A = H.

Moreover, if @ € dom A, it follows from the Riesz representation theorem that
(48) (x) = (0, A*X)y, = (A0, x)y = (4O)(x)

for all y € dom A*. Thus we see that A is an extension of the original operator A4 from
dom A C H to all of H.

Having extended the operator to the full state space, our final objective in this subsection
is to observe that A is the infinitesimal generator of a Cy-semigroup on W=. The proof of
this result is given in [6], and we simply state the conclusion in the following theorem while
directing the reader to that paper for details.

Theorem 2. The operator A is the infinitesimal generator of a Cy-semigroup S(t) on W=
which is an extension of §(¢) from H to W*.

Having described how the original semigroup S(t) can be extended to a semigroup S(t) on
W* = [dom 4*]*, we now want to show that the space {0} x V* which contains the control and
force input terms is itself contained in W*. It is tempting at this point to recall that we have
the Gelfand triples YV — H ~ H* — V* and W — H ~ H* — W as well as the embedding
W C V, and from this assume that the desired result is obvious. We point out, however, that
while W C V, the embedding is not in general continuous which implies that W < V can not
be assumed to be true (if A* is V-elliptic for example, one can obtain the desired continuity
of the embedding; however, this is not the case in this problem). Hence more care must be
taken in order to argue that W* O {0} x V*

To this end, let k = (0, A*) be an arbitrary functional in {0} x V*. In order to show that
h € W=, we need to show that x = (®,¥) — h(x) is bounded on W. Now, it follows that

10O = [A™(W)] < [A"[ve[ Vv < k]¥]y . (18)

Morcover, from the definition (16) of A*, we see that A*x = (=, A7® — A;¥) which implies
that
|Wly < [Ax|w < [A™XH + [xIn < c2lxlw - (19)

(The latter inequality results from the equivalence of the W norm and the graph norm cor-
responding to A* as described in (17).) From (18) and (19) it follows that there exists a
constant ¢ such that

[R0O] < elxlw
therefore showing that » € W*. We have thus established the following result which is essential
in developing expression (14).

Lemma 1. Under the assumption of Theorem 1, we have {0} x V* C W* = [dom A*|*.

In summary, we are now able to show the folloWing. The system (11) is well-posed in the
sense that (14) is a well-defined entity that can be taken as the mild solution to (11). More-
over, because (14) is well-defined, the usual theorems for continuous dependence with respect
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to initial data and nonhomogeneous terms (control and external forces) follow immediately.
This facilitates the discussion of approximation and control ideas for these problems (see for
example, [3, 4]).

In the event that o of (10) is also V-elliptic, one can argue (see [5] for details) existence of
a weak or variational solution to the system (10) which agrees with the mild solution obtained
from (14). In the example of Section 3, the form o is not V-elliptic; nevertheless, one can
turn to standard results from the theory of Co-semigroups, [22, 26], to obtain existence and
uniqueness of solutions for the system under consideration in this paper. For example, we
have the following result.

Theorem 3. Consider the system represented by (10), (12) or (14) and suppose that the map-
pings t + u(t) and t — F(t) from [0,7] to R' and V*, respectively, are Lipschitz
continuous. Then for each Yy € H = dom jl, we have that (12) taken with Y(0) = Dy
has a unique strong solution given by (14).

This theorem is readily established by appealing to Corollary 2.11, p. 109 of [22], in the
context of our arguments above. Letting G(t) = (0, Bu(t) + F(t))" and considering S(t) on
the reflexive Banach space X = W*, we can argue that G is Lipschitz continuous under the
hypotheses of the theorem. In particular, the inequalities (18) and (19) imply

IG(8)lw- < ol Bu(t) + F(1)

V*

so that

G(t) = G(s)lwe < e {|Blewye [u(t) = ()| + [F (1) = F(s)lv-} -

It follows that (14) provides the strong solution (i.e., differentiable a.e. in the W* sense -
see [22]) to (12) interpreted in the W~ sense.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, a modeling set of partial differential equations describing the dynamics of a
structural acoustics problem was presented, and a mathematical framework amenable to the
development of approximation schemes for forward simulations, parameter estimation, and the
application of PDE-based feedback control strategies was developed. The structure consists
of a thin cylindrical shell with hard caps at the ends, and this component of the system was
modeled by the Donnell-Mushtari shell equations. A constitutive law postulating that stress
is proportional to a linear combination of strain and strain rate was assumed which yields a
Kelvin-Voigt type of damping in the shell. The structural dynamics were then coupled to the
interior acoustic field through pressure and momentum balance conditions. Finally, this model
includes the contributions due to the activation of piezoceramic patches which are bonded to
the shell and ultimately will be used to control the interior acoustic pressure levels.

To accommodate the presence of the piezoceramic patches and differing material propertics
of these patches, the material parameters for the combined structure should be taken to be
piecewise constants. This leads, however, to difficulties in the strong form of the system
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equations since these parameters are contained in moment and force resultants which are
differentiated when forming the equations of motion for the shell. Moreover, the discontinuities
introduced by the patches lead to an unbounded control operator since it involves derivatives
of the Heaviside function and Dirac delta. To avoid these problems, the weak form of the
system equations was also presented.

In the weak form, the derivatives appear on the test functions instead of on the moments,
thus eliminating the difficulties associated with the discontinuous parameters and patch inputs.
The weak form is also advantageous for many approximation schemes since it reduces the
smoothness requirements for the basis elements. Finally, when the weak form is posed in the
context of sesquilinear forms, convergence and well-posedness issues can be considered.

The first step in proving the well-posedness of the system model was to verify that the
first order system operator A : dom A C H — H generated a Cg-semigroup S(t) on H. This
semigroup was then extended via the extrapolation techniques described by Haraux to a larger
space W* = [dom A*]* so as to be compatible with the force and control inputs which lie in
{0} x V*. Finally, the mild solution in terms of the extended semigroup was formulated and
existence and uniqueness results were obtained. Hence the framework and model presented
here is mathematically well-posed as well as amenable to the development of computational
strategies.
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cox of the Acoustics Division, NASA Langley Research Center, for numerous conversations

concerning the structural acoustics aspects of this problem.

References

[1] H.T. BANKS and J.A. BURNS, “Introduction to Control of Distributed Parameter

Systems,” Birkhauser, to appear.

[2] H.T. BANKS, W. FANG, R.J. SILCOX and R.C. SMITH, Approximation methods for
control of acoustic/structure models with piezoceramic actuators, J. Intell. Material
Systems and Structures 4(1) (1993), 98-116.

[3] H.T. BANKS and K. ITO, A unified framework for approximation in inverse problems
for distributed parameter systems, in Control-Theory and Advanced Technology 4(1),
(1988), 73-90.

[4] H.T. BANKS, K. ITO and Y. WANG, Computational methods for identification and
feedback control in structures with piezoceramic actuators and sensors, “Center for
Research in Scientific Computation Technical Report, CRSC-TR92-2,” North Car-
olina State University, April 1992, to appear in J. Intell. Material Systems and Struc-

tures.

18



[5]

[12]

[13]

[14]

H.T. BANKS, K. ITO and Y. WANG, Well-posedness for damped second order sys-
tems with unbounded input operators, to be submitted to Journal of Mathematical
Analysis and Applications.

H.T. BANKS, F. KAPPEL and C. WANG, Weak solutions and differentiability for size
structured population models, in “Int. Serles of Num. Math.,” Vol. 100, Birkhauser,

1991, 35-50.
H.T. BANKS, R.J. SILCOX and R.C. SMITH, The modeling and control of acous-

tic/structure interaction problems via piezoceramic actuators: 2-D numerical exam-
ples, submitted to ASME Journal of Vibration and Acoustics.

H.T. BANKS, R.C. SMITH and Y. WANG, The modeling of piezoceramic patch

interactions with shells, plates, and beams, to appear in Quart. App. Math..

H.T. BANKS, R.C. SMITH and Y. WANG, Modeling aspects for piezoceramic patch
activation of shells, plates and beams, (,enter for Research in Scientific Computation
Technical Report, CRSC-TR92-12,” North Carolina State University, November 1992.

H.T. BANKS and R.C. SMITH, Modeling and approximation of a coupled 3-D struc-
tural acoustics problem, to appear in the “Proceedings of the Third Bozeman Con-
ference on Computation and Control,” 1992.

H.T. BANKS, Y. WANG, D.J. INMAN and J.C. SLATER, Variable coeflicient dis-
tributed parameter system models for structures with piezoceramic actuators and
sensors, in “Proceedings of the 31° Conference on Decision and Control,” Tucson,

AZ, December 16-18, 1992, 1803-1808.
W.T. BAUMANN, W.R. SAUNDERS and H.H. ROBERTSHAW, Active suppression

of acoustic radiation from impulsively excited structures, J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 90(6)

(1991), 3202-3208.

R.A. BURDISSO and C.R. FULLER, Dynamic behavior of structural-acoustic sys-
tems in feedforward control of sound radiation, J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 92(1) (1992),
277-286.

(.R. FULLER, C.H. HANSEN and S.D. SNYDER, Active control of structurally
radiated noise using piezoceramic actuators, in “Proc. of Inter-Noise 89,” Newport

Beach, CA, 1989, 509-512.

C.R. FULLER and J.D. JONES, Experiments on reduction of propeller induced in-
terior noise by active control of cylinder vibration, J. Sound Vib. 112(2) (1987),
389-395.

C'.R. FULLER, S.D. SNYDER, C.H. HANSEN and R.J. SILCOX, Active control of
interior noise in model aircraft fuselages using piezoceramic actuators, ATAA 13t
Aeroacoustics Conf. (Tallahassee) October 22-24, 1990, Paper 90-3922.

19



]

[17] A. HARAUX, Linear semigroups in Banach spaces,’
plications, II” (H. Brezis, et al., eds.), Pitman Res. Notes in Math, Vol 152, Longman,
London, 1986, 93-135.

(18] N.J. HOFF, The accuracy of Donnell’s equations, J. Appl. Mech. 22 (1955), 329-334.
[19] A.W. LEISSA, “Vibration of Shells,” NASA SP-288, 1973.

[20] H.C. LESTER and C.R. FULLER, Active control of propeller induced noise fields
inside a flexible cylinder, ATAA Tenth Aeroacoustics Conference, Seattle, WA, 1986.

(21] J. PAN, C.H. HANSEN and D.A. BIES, Active control of noise transmission through a
panel into a cavity: I. Analytical study, J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 87(5) (1990), 2098-2108.

[22] A. PAZY, “Semigroups of Linear Operators and Applications to Partial Differential
Equations,” Springer-Verlag, New York, 1983.

[23] A.S. SAADA, “Elasticity Theory and Applications,” Robert E. Krieger Publishing
Company, Malabar, FL, 1987.

[24] R.E. SHOWALTER, “Hilbert Space Methods for Partial Differential Equations,” Pit-
man Publishing Ltd., Londen, 1977.

[25] R.J. SILCOX, H.C. LESTER and S.B. ABLER, An evaluation of active noise control
in a cylindrical shell, “NASA Technical Memorandum 89090,” February 1987.

[26] H. TANABE, “Equations of Evolution,” Pitman Publishing Ltd., London, 1979.

[27] J. WLOKA, “Partial Differential Equations,” Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 1987.

20

in “Semigroups, Theory and Ap-

W11 1 om0



Form Approved

REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE OMB No. 0704-0188

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per resporse. Including the time for reviewing insteuctions, searching existing data sources,
gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the coflection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this
collection of information, including suggestions for reducing thes burden 1o Washington Headquarters Services, Directorate for information Operations and Reports, 1215 jefferson
Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington, VA 22202-4302. and to the Office of Management and Budget. Paperwork Reduction Project (0704-0188), Washington, DC 20503

1. AGENCY USE ONLY (Leave blank) 2. REPORT DATE 3. REPORT TYPE AND DATES COVERED
March 1993 Contractor Report
4. TITLE AND SUBTITLE 5. FUNDING NUMBERS
WELL-POSEDNESS OF A MODEL FOR STRUCTURAL ACOUSTIC C NAS1-19480
COUPLING IN A CAVITY ENCLOSED BY A THIN CYLINDRICAL SHELL
. AUTHOR(S) WU 505-90-52-01
H.T. Banks
R.C. Smith
7. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 8. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION

REPORT NUMBER
Institute for Computer Applications in Science

and Engineering ICASE Report No. 93-10
‘Mail Stop 132C, NASA Langley Research Center
Hampton, VA 23681-0001

9. SPONSORING / MONITORING AGENCY NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 10. SPONSORING / MONITORING
AGENCY REPORT NUMBER
National Aeronautics and Space Administration

Langley Research Center NASA CR-191439
Hampton, VA 23681-0001 ICASE Report No. 93-10

11. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES
Submitted to Journal of

Langley Technical Monitor: Michael F. Card Mathematical Analysis and
Final Report Applications
12a. DISTRIBUTION / AVAILABILITY STATEMENT ) 12b. DISTRIBUTION CODE

Unclassified - Unlimited

Subject Category 66

13. ABSTRACT (Maximum 200 words)

A fully coupled mathematical model describing the interactions between a vibrating
thin cylindrical shell and an enclosed acoustic field is presented. Because the
model will ultimately be used in control applications involving piezoceramic actua-
tors, the loads and material comtributions resulting from piezoceramic patches bonded
to the shell are included in the discussion. Theoretical and computational issues
lead to the consideration of a weak form of the modeling set of partial differential
equations (PDE's) and through the use a semigroup formulation, well-posedness results
for the system model are obtained.

12. SUBJECT TERMS 15. Nungazzk OF PAGES
well-posedness; structural acoustics model; state space formula- [T¢ PRICE CODE
tion A03
17. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION | 18. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION | 19. secums}v EinA_ssmcmou 20. LIMITATION OF ABSTRACT
F REP OF THIS PAGE OF ABSTRA
Unciassf?led Unclassi?fed
NSN 7540-01-280-5500 Standard Form 298 (Rev 2-89)

Prescribed by ANS) 5td 239-18
298-102

NASA-Langley, 1993







